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Re: Response of John Izzard in MU
Dear Mr. Jordan:

Edward John Izzard requests the FEC dismiss this matter. The complaint, filed by Mr.
Jeff Larson, fails to comply with the minimum procedural requirements for a valid complaint, is
premised upon factual allegations which are not true, and asks the Commission to pursue matters
that are not violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“FECA™).
This filing is no mare than a political tactic that misfired. The FEC should bring it to an end.

As to the subatance of the allugations, in January of 2006, Mr. Fzvard was granted
pemmnent nivident aliun platus by the United Gtmss govemmeat, and has remaimpd in tirat
immigyatine stafus ot all times since than. (See aitmolad Doclarition 6f Edwand Jizzaed.)
Consequently, Mr, Izzard was permitted by law to contribute to candidates for federal, state and
local office duting the eatixa pariod bhtween 2008 ané 2010 in whidh hix. Laraon allages M.
[zzard made sontributiens. 2 U.S.C. 44le. Mr. Laman acknowladges the passibility that this is
true in his December 20, 2010 letter to the Commission, and requests in that letter thmt his
complaint be dismissed. This is ane of the few points where we agree with Mr. Larson.

Second, Mr. Liarson complaizs that Mr. Izsard “provided false address information™ at
the tinse he mmde his contvibutions, and contends this reflocw a putential knowing ami witi\ll
vielatios of the thior. Aguin, nothing cetid bt: fhrther from fite truth. Thie linw reqmirus thra
palitical enmmittser use thitir “best efforis™ to ohtait and ¢rport the name, matling addreas,
occupation and employer of individuals who contribute in excess of $200 in a year. Mr. Izzard
provided a valid mailing address at the tivee he nmde his contributions. (See attanitad
Deolasation.) The fact that he ciiose to rely upen tha bnsinuzs address: of his mennger ar lawyer
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instead of some other address does not constitute a violation of the law. Instead, it is evidence of
compiiance.

Third, FECA requires that a valid complaint filed with the FEC “shall be in writing,
signed and sworn to by the person filing such complaint, shall be notarized, and shall be under
penalty of perjury and subject to the provisions of Section 1001 of Title 18.” 2 U.S.C.
437g(a)(1). Mr. Larson’s filing fails to meet this minimum threshold for a valid complaint. His
letter was meither swomn to under penalty of perjury nor notarized. These defects alone justify
dismissing the complaint. This is not a mere techhical vlolation. At the core of Mr. Larson’s
complaint is a false statement of fact: “Me. lzzart...is a foreign national, us that term is used at 2
U.S.C. § 441e.” Baxed upan this felsa stattaxent, Mr. Larsun seeks te itave the fedexal
governmant begin an investigation into Mc. [zzmerd’s lawrful conduat. As agunsequenee, Mr.
Izzard has suffered unwaated press attentior snd unnecessery legal expense.

For all the reasons noted above, the FEC should dismiss this matter..
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